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Basin occurs naturally as a result of inflow from the nonwater bearing
area.

The Basin Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin was carefully
developed by the Regional Board to, among other things, provide adequate
protection for groundwater quality in that area. The Plan provides in
Chapter 5 (entitled "Implementation Plan") that the "Increment of "salt
added" by domestic and industrial users should average approximately

230 mg/1 TDS for the entire Basin." (See page 5-10.)

The question with which we are faced in this case is whether
the Regional Board's use of the Bunker Hill Basin I dissolved solids
objective as the base number to which the 230 mg/l increment was added
was appropriate. In light of our staff geologist's finding that lower
quality water from the nonwater bearing area reaches the Bunker Hill T
basin under natural conditions, we find that use of the Bunker Hill I
objective as the base number was inappropriate. As we interpret the
Basin Plan, the increment of salt permitted to be added by a proposed
discharge under circumstances such as those under consideration here
is that salt over and above what would naturally enter the basin. This
is the amount of salt which is truly "added" to the hatural system by
the discharge.

We do not intend by this finding to indicate that the Regional
Board must permit all proposed dischargers to add the full 230 mg/1
lincrement of salt. The policy quoted above provides that the incremental
increase averaged over the entire basin should not exceed the 230 mg/1
figure and it may be that in certain instances the Regional Board will
find 1t necessary to permit less or more than a 230 mg/l incremental

increase. Neverthéless, it is important that the proper base number
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be used in order to provide equitable treatment to all existing and
potential dischargers into the basin.

In this particular case, the quality of water in the non-
water bearing area is the appropriate base dissolved solids level.
The Regional Board should issue waste discharge requirements for the
proposed discharge using this base level.

IV. CONCLUSION

After review of the entire record, and for the reasons hereto-
fore expressed, the State Board concludes that the action of the Regional
Board in adopting Order No. 76-U4 was inappropriate and improper.

V. ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Order No. 76-4 is remanded to the
Regional Board fof rehearing and reconsideration of waste discharge
requirements and for action confistent with the findings and conclusions

of this Order.
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JUN 16 1911
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